EDUCATION  FOR  AN  AGE  OF  PLENTY              151

the subsequent volte face of the Marxists may be taken as a measure
of the extent to which they blundered.

An essential part of the Marxist analysis was the doctrine of
the increasing misery of the proletariat and the separation of
society into the exploited and the exploiting classes. In common
with the apologists of laisser-faire, Marx underestimated, and
grossly underestimated, the tempo of technological progress.
While he did not ^uccumb to the cruder errors of Malthus, he
failed to anticipate the effect of a rapid decline of population in
highly industrialized countries. He seems to have thought that
the disappearance of the skilled craftsman would signalize the
cultural depression of the working classes. He did not realize
that the disappearance of the old owner-manager type would call
into being an employed ckss with special social privileges. So
those who follow his teaching have grossly underestimated the
reserves of strength which capitalism possesses and have directed
their appeal to the most impoverished section of the wage-earning
class in the belief that worsening conditions would eventually
guarantee an effective majority of malcontents.

It is now abundantly clear that technological advances and
declining fertility have conspired to arrest any such denouement
in the more highly industrialized countries. If capitalism commits
suicide, the reason is likely to be war ratter than the increasing
misery of the proletariat. The Marxist case against capitalism is
that capitalism makes for increasing poverty. If that is all that
can be said against capitalism, the capitalist system will probably
be able to look after itself. As I see it, the rational case against
capitalism is not that it offers us increasing poverty but that it
offers us stagnation. We now have unforeseen resources for
planning the Age of Plenty if we set about it in the right way.
The alternative is not revolution. It is the creeping paralysis of
the servile state. In that respect Mr. Belloc was a better prophet
and a safer guide than Karl Marx.

Even if the doctrine of social classes, as expounded by Maix,
should prove to be true on a long view, no movement which
relies for support on the wage-earning classes alone can forestall